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DETAILED ACTION 



Drawings 



1 . The drawings are objected to because in figures 1 and 3, boxes 3 f 6, 7, 9, 12 and 
14 are not descriptively labeled. A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings 
are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



Claims 1, 8, 9, 12, 13, 17, 21, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Pope (US-5,963,624). 

Regarding claim 1 , Pope discloses in figure 1 , a method of controlling an external 
device, comprising the steps of: sending a control request from a terminal (10) to a 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



telecommunications network (12) (fig. 5, step 106); converting the request into a control 
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code (fig. 5, step 1 10 or 1 12); and sending the control code from the 
telecommunications network to the external device (14-22) (col. 5, lines 15-39). 

Regarding claim 8, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
1 , wherein the external device (14-22) being remote from the terminal (10). 

Regarding claim 9 f Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
8, wherein the external device comprises a telecommunications receiver (col. 4, lines 1- 
15). 

Regarding claim 12, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
1 , in which the telecommunications network interacts with the terminal to select one of a 
plurality of predetermined control codes for sending to the external device (col. 2, lines 
45-60). 

Regarding claim 13, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
12, in which the interaction being at least partly via a speech channel (col. 2, lines 45- 
60). 

Regarding claim 17, Pope discloses in figure 1, a telecommunications network 
(12) comprising means for converting a control request from a terminal (10) to a control 
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code and means for sending the control code (fig. 5, step 1 10 or 1 12) to an external 
device (14-22) for controlling the external device (col. 5, lines 15-39). 

Regarding claim 21, Pope discloses a telecommunication network as recited in 
the rejection of claim 17, comprising means for interacting with the terminal to select 
one of a plurality of predetermined control codes for sending to the external device (col. 
2, lines 45-60). 

Regarding claim 22, Pope discloses a telecommunication network as recited in 
the rejection of claim 21 , in which the interacting means is arranged to interact with the 
terminal at least partly via a speech channel (col. 2, lines 45-60). 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-7, 10, 14-16, 18, 19 and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Pope in view of Nakano (US-6,639,941). 

Regarding claim 2, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
1 . Pope fails to expressly show wherein the terminal being a mobile wireless terminal. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



However in analogous art, Nakano teaches in figure 3 the terminal (3a) being a mobile 
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wireless terminal (col. 16, lines 20-25). Since, Pope and Nakano are related to the 
method of controlling an external; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Pope 
by specifically having the terminal being a mobile wireless terminal as taught by Nakano 
for purpose of enhancing the system. 

Regarding claim 3, Pope and Nakano disclose a method as recited in the 
rejection of claim 2. Nakano further discloses in figure 9, wherein the control request 
being sent from the terminal (3a) to the telecommunications network (2a) using a text 
messaging service (fig. 5A and col. 15, lines 15-65). 

Regarding claim 4, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
1 . Pope fails to expressly show wherein the control code being sent from the 
telecommunications network to the external device using a text messaging service. 
However, Nakano teaches wherein the control code being sent from the 
telecommunications network to the external device using a text messaging service (col. 
9, lines 25-65). Since, Pope and Nakano are related to the method of controlling an 
external; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system of Pope by specifically wherein the 
control code being sent from the telecommunications network to the external device 
using a text messaging service as taught by Nakano for purpose of providing external 
device of capability receiving the text message. 
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Regarding claim 5, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
1 . Pope does not particular disclose wherein the external device being associated with 
or forms part of the terminal. However, Nakano discloses wherein the external device 
being associated with or forms part of the terminal (col. 15, lines 1-5). Since, Pope and 
Nakano are related to the method of controlling an external; therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the system of Pope by specifically having the external device being associated 
with or forms part of the terminal as taught by Nakano in order to control the external 
device by most convenient and secured technique. 

Regarding claim 6, Pope and Nakano disclose a method as recited in the 
rejection of claim 5. Nakano further discloses in figure 1 1 wherein the terminal (3a) 
being coupled to the external device (25) via a local wireless link. 

Regarding claim 7, Pope and Nakano disclose a method as recited in the 
rejections of claims 5 or 6. Nakano further discloses in figure 1 1 wherein the control 
code being delivered to the external device (25) via said terminal (3A) (col. 14, lines 30- 
33). 



Regarding claim 10, Pope and Nakano disclose a method as recited in the 
rejection of claim 3. Nakano further discloses wherein the external device comprises a 
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telecommunications receiver (3a-8a) and the telecommunications receiver receives a 
text message containing said control code (col. 9, lines 25-64 and fig. 5A). 

Regarding claim 14, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
1 . Pope fails to explicitly disclose in response to receipt of the control code, the external 
device sending a response comprising at least part of a text message to the 
telecommunications network. However, Nakano recites in response to receipt of the 
control code, the external device sending a response comprising at least part of a text 
message to the telecommunications network (col. 15, lines 24-27). Since, Pope and 
Nakano are related to the method of controlling an external; therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the system of Pope by specifically in response to receipt of the control code, the 
external device sending a response comprising at least part of a text message to the 
telecommunications network as taught by Nakano in order to control the external device 
by most secured and reliable technique. 

Regarding claim 15, Pope and Nakano disclose a method as recited in the 
rejection of claim 14. Nakano further discloses in which the telecommunications network 
sending at least part of the response as at least part of a further text message to the 
terminal (col. 9, lines 26-60). 

Regarding claim 16, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
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1. Pope does not expressly show a telecommunications network for performing a 
method as claimed in claim 1 . However, Nakano discloses in figure 2, a 
telecommunications network for performing a method as claimed in claim 1 . Since, 
Pope and Nakano are related to the method of controlling an external; therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of Pope by specifically having a telecommunications 
network for performing a method as claimed in claim 1 as taught by Nakano in order to 
control the external device by most beneficial system. 

Regarding claim 18, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
17. Pope fails to particularly show in which the control request including an identifier 
identifying the terminal. However, Nakano discloses the control request including an 
identifier identifying the terminal (col. 9, line 33). Since, Pope and Nakano are related to 
the method of controlling an external; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Pope 
by specifically having the control request including an identifier identifying the terminal 
as taught by Nakano in order to control the external device by most secured and reliable 
method. 

Regarding claim 19, Pope and Nakano disclose a method as recited in the 
rejection of claim 18. Nakano further discloses, in which the sending means being 
arranged to send the control code to a destination determined by the identifier (col. 9, 
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lines 31-37). 

Regarding claim 23, Pope and Nakano disclose a telecommunications network 
as recited in the rejection of claims 16 or 17. Nakano further discloses the network 
comprising a computer (col. 14, lines 33-35). 

Regarding claim 24, Pope and Nakano disclose a telecommunications network 
as recited in the rejection of claim 23. Pope and Nakano fail to explicitly teach a 
program for controlling a computer of a network as claimed in claim 23 to perform a 
method as claimed in claim 1 . However it is known in the art to use a program for 
controlling a computer of a telecommunications network. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the system of Pope by specifically having a program for controlling a computer of a 
network as claimed in claim 23 to perform a method as claimed in claim 1 for purpose of 
improving the method of controlling the external device in order to increase the quality 
and reliability of the system. 

Regarding claim 25, Pope and Nakano disclose a telecommunications network 
as recited in the rejection of claim 24. Nakano further discloses a medium (col. 14, lines 
34-35) containing a program as claimed in claim 24. 
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Claims 1 1 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pope in view of Zicker (US-5,247,564). 

Regarding claim 11, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
1 . Pope does not expressly disclose in which the step of sending a control request to 
the telecommunications network comprises calling a service telephone number. 
However in analogous art, Zicker teaches in figure 1 the step of sending a control 
request to the telecommunications network (18) comprises calling a service telephone 
number (28b) (col. 3, lines 33-45). Since, Pope and Zicker are related to the method of 
controlling an external; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Pope by specifically 
having the step of sending a control request to the telecommunications network 
comprises calling a service telephone number as taught by Zicker in order to control the 
external device in case where the type of terminal can not send the text message. 

Regarding claim 20, Pope discloses a method as recited in the rejection of claim 
17 in which the control code being predetermined (col. 2, lines 50-51). But Pope fails to 
show the sending means being arranged to send the control code in response to receipt 
of the service number. However, Zicker recites the sending means being arranged to 
send the control code in response to receipt of the service number (28b) (col. 3, lines 
33-45). Since, Pope and Zicker are related to the method of controlling an external; 
therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Pope by specifically having the sending 
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means being arranged to send the control code in response to receipt of the service 
number as taught by Zicker in order to control the external device in case where the 
type of terminal can not send the text message. 



4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a) Berstis et al. (US-6,650,8940 disclose method of controlling external device. 

b) Vogel (US-6,476,727) discloses long distance remote control. 

c) Yasuoka et al. (US-4,885,766) disclose remote control device. 

d) Winbladh (US-6,205,330) discloses a modified SMS message. 

e) Schulttheiss (US-6, 195,548) discloses a unified television/personal computer 
wireless remote control. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huy Q Phan whose telephone number is 703-305-9007. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Urban F Edward can be reached on 703-305-4385. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Conclusion 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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